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Sir: 

The Notice of Allowance and the Notice of Allowability dated September 27, 2006, are 
acknowledged. The issue fee and the publication fee are being submitted herewith. 

The Notice of Allowability includes an Examiner's Amendment and an Interview Summary 
for telephone interviews conducted on September 14 and 15, 2006, between Examiner Phung 
My Chung and the undersigned attorney during which agreement was reached on the 
Examiner's Amendment. The dates of September 14 and 15 are listed in the Examiner's 
Amendment, but the Interview Summary itself only lists the date of September 15. The Interview 
Summary requires the applicants to file a statement of the substance of the interviews of 
September 1 4 and 1 5 pursuant to MPEP 71 3.04. The applicants' statement of the substance of 
the interviews is as follows. 

On September 14, 2006, the Examiner called the undersigned attorney and said that the 
above-identified application was in condition for allowance except for an alleged problem with 
independent method claim 1 1 . The Examiner said that she considers claim 1 1 on page 1 0 of the 
Amendment of June 27, 2006, to be directed to non-statutory subject matter under 35 USC 101 
because, in her opinion, the claim only recites manipulating numbers without reciting any 
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structure. The Examiner proposed changes to claim 11 that, in her opinion, would eliminate the 
alleged problem. The attorney said that he did not agree that the proposed changes to claim 11 
were necessary because the attorney considers claim 11 on page 10 of the Amendment of June 
27, 2006, to be directed to statutory subject matter because, for, example, the claim recites 
"performing low-density parity-check (LDPC) coding of an m-bit message word based on the 
adjusted parity check matrix." However, in the interests of obtaining allowance of the application, 
the attorney agreed to take the proposed changes to claim 11 under advisement. 

On September 15, 2006, the attorney called the Examiner and authorized her to enter an 
Examiner's Amendment making the proposed changes to claim 11 with some minor changes in 
wording and placing. However, for the record, the applicants do not agree that the changes to 
claim 1 1 were necessary because they consider claim 1 1 on page 1 0 of the Amendment of June 
27, 2006, to be directed to statutory subject matter under 35 USC 101 . The applicants agreed to 
the changes to claim 11 solely to eliminate this issue and obtain allowance of the application, 
and their agreement to the changes to claim 11 is not to be interpreted as an acquiescence to 
the Examiner's position. 

If there are any formal matters remaining after the filing of this paper, the Examiner is 
requested to telephone the undersigned to attend to these matters. 

If there are any additional fees associated with the filing of this paper, please charge the 
same to our Deposit Account No. 503333. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
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